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Public Law 104-303
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An Act

To provide for the conservation and development of water and related resources,
to authorize the Secretary of the Army to construct various projects for improve-
ments to rivers and harbors of the United States, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a)

SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as the “Water

Resources Development Act of 1996”.
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—

. 1. Short title; table of contents.
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Sec. 586. Privatization of infrastructure assets.

TITLE VI—EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY UNDER HARBOR
MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND

Sec. 601. Extension of expenditure authority under Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION.

In this Act, the term “Secretary” means the Secretary of the
Army.

TITLE I—WATER RESOURCES
PROJECTS

SEC. 101. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) PrRoOJECTS WITH CHIEF'S REPORTS.—Except as provided in
this subsection, the following projects for water resources develop-
ment and conservation and other purposes are authorized to be
carried out by the Secretary substantially in accordance with the
plans, and subject to the conditions, described in the respective
reports designated in this subsection:

(1) AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED, CALIFORNIA.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood damage reduc-
tion, American and Sacramento Rivers, California: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 27, 1996, at a total
cost of $56,900,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$42.675,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$14,225,000, consisting of—

(i) approximately 24 miles of slurry wall in the
levees along the lower American River;

(i1) approximately 12 miles of levee modifications
along the east bank of the Sacramento River down-
stream from the Natomas Cross Canal,

(iii) 3 telemeter streamflow gauges upstream from
the Folsom Reservoir; and

(iv) modifications to the flood warning system
along the lower American River.

(B) CREDIT TOWARD NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-
Federal interest shall receive credit toward the non-Federal
share of project costs for expenses that the non-Federal
interest incurs for design or construction of any of the
features authorized under this paragraph before the date
on which Federal funds are made available for construction
of the project. The amount of the credit shall be determined
by the Secretary.

(C) INTERIM OPERATION.—Until such time as a com-
prehensive flood damage reduction plan for the American
River watershed has been implemented, the Secretary of
the Interior shall continue to operate the Folsom Dam
and Reservoir to the variable 400,000/670,000 acre-feet of
flood control storage capacity and shall extend the agree-
ment between the Bureau of Reclamation and the Sac-
ramento Area Flood Control Agency with respect to the
watershed.

(D) OTHER CcO0STS.—The non-Federal interest shall be
responsible for—
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(1) all operation, maintenance, repair, replacement,
and rehabilitation costs associated with the improve-
ments carried out under this paragraph; and

(i1) 25 percent of the costs incurred for the variable
flood control operation of the Folsom Dam and Res-
ervoir during the 4-year period beginning on the date
of the enactment of this Act and 100 percent of such
costs thereafter.

(2) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CALIFORNIA.—The project
for navigation, Humboldt Harbor and Bay, California: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated October 30, 1995, at a total
cost of $15,180,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$10,000,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $5,180,000.

(3) MARIN COUNTY SHORELINE, SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA.—
The project for hurricane and storm damage reduction, Marin
County shoreline, San Rafael, California: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated January 28, 1994, at a total cost of
$28,300,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $18,400,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $9,900,000.

(4) PORT OF LONG BEACH (DEEPENING), CALIFORNIA.—The
project for navigation, Port of Long Beach (Deepening), Califor-
nia: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated July 26, 1996,
at a total cost of $37,288,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $14,318,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$22,970,000.

(5) SAN LORENZO RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—The project for flood
control, San Lorenzo River, California: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated June 30, 1994, at a total cost of $21,800,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $10,900,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $10,900,000 and habitat restoration, at
a total cost of $4,050,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$3,040,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $1,010,000.

(6) SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CALIFORNIA.—The project for
navigation, Santa Barbara Harbor, California: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated April 26, 1994, at a total cost of
$5,840,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $4,670,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $1,170,000.

(7) SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER, CALIFORNIA.—The project
for hurricane and storm damage reduction, Santa Monica
Breakwater, Santa Monica, California: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 7, 1996, at a total cost of $6,440,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $4,220,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $2,220,000.

(8) ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA AND MARYLAND.—The project for environmental restoration,
Anacostia River and Tributaries, District of Columbia and
Maryland: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated November
15, 1994, at a total cost of $17,144,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $12,858,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $4,286,000.

(9) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, ST. JOHNS COUNTY,
FLORIDA.—The project for navigation, Atlantic Intracoastal
Waterway, St. Johns County, Florida: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 24, 1994, at a total Federal cost of
$15,881,000. Operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and
rehabilitation shall be a non-Federal responsibility, and the
non-Federal interest shall assume ownership of the bridge.
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(10) CEDAR HAMMOCK (WARES CREEK), FLORIDA.—The
project for flood control, Cedar Hammock (Wares Creek), Mana-
tee County, Florida: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated
August 23, 1996, at a total cost of $13,846,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $10,385,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $3,461,000.

(11) LOWER SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, GEORGIA AND SOUTH
CAROLINA.—The project for environmental restoration, Lower
Savannah River Basin, Georgia and South Carolina: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated July 30, 1996, at a total
cost of $3,431,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $2,573,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $858,000.

(12) LAKE MICHIGAN, ILLINOIS.—The project for storm dam-
age reduction and shoreline erosion protection, Lake Michigan,
Illinois, from Wilmette, Illinois, to the Illinois-Indiana State
line: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated April 14, 1994,
at a total cost of $204,000,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $110,000,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$94,000,000. The project shall include the breakwater near
the South Water Filtration Plant described in the report as
a separate element of the project, at a total cost of $11,470,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $7,460,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $4,010,000. The Secretary shall reimburse
the non-Federal interest for the Federal share of any costs
incurred by the non-Federal interest—

(A) in reconstructing the revetment structures protect-
ing Solidarity Drive in Chicago, Illinois, if such work is
determined by the Secretary to be a component of the
project; and

(B) in constructing the breakwater near the South
Water Filtration Plant in Chicago, Illinois.

(13) KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAM, TENNESSEE RIVER, KEN-
TUCKY.—The project for navigation, Kentucky Lock and Dam,
Tennessee River, Kentucky: Report of the Chief of Engineers,
dated June 1, 1992, at a total cost of $393,200,000. The costs
of construction of the project are to be paid 2 from amounts
appropriated from the general fund of the Treasury and %
from amounts appropriated from the Inland Waterways Trust
Fund.

(14) POND CREEK, JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY.—The
project for flood control, Pond Creek, Jefferson County, Ken-
tucky: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 28, 1994,
at a total cost of $16,080,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $10,993,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $5,087,000.

(15) WOLF CREEK DAM AND LAKE CUMBERLAND, KEN-
TUCKY.—The project for hydropower, Wolf Creek Dam and Lake
Cumberland, Kentucky: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated
June 28, 1994, at a total cost of $53,763,000, with an estimated
non-Federal cost of $53,763,000. Funds derived by the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority from its power program and funds
derived from any private or public entity designated by the
Southeastern Power Administration may be used to pay all
or part of the costs of the project.

(16) PORT FOURCHON, LAFOURCHE PARISH, LOUISIANA.—The
project for navigation, Belle Pass and Bayou Lafourche, Louisi-
ana: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated April 7, 1995,



PUBLIC LAW 104-303—OCT. 12, 1996 110 STAT. 3665

at a total cost of $4,440,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $2,300,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $2,140,000.

(17) WEST BANK OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, NEW ORLEANS
(EAST OF HARVEY CANAL), LOUISIANA.—The project for hurricane
damage reduction, West Bank of the Mississippi River in the
vicinity of New Orleans (East of Harvey Canal), Louisiana:
Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated May 1, 1995, at a
total cost of $126,000,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$82,200,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $43,800,000.

(18) BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI.—The
project for flood control, Blue River Basin, Kansas City, Mis-
souri: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated September 5,
1996, at a total cost of $17,082,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $12,043,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$5,039,000.

(19) WOOD RIVER, GRAND ISLAND, NEBRASKA.—The project
for flood control, Wood River, Grand Island, Nebraska: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated May 3, 1994, at a total cost
of $11,800,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $6,040,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $5,760,000.

(20) LAS CRUCES, NEW MEXICO.—The project for flood con-
trol, Las Cruces, New Mexico: Report of the Chief of Engineers,
dated June 24, 1996, at a total cost of $8,278,000, with an
estimated Federal cost of $5,494,000 and an estimated non-
Federal cost of $2,784,000.

(21) ATLANTIC COAST OF LONG ISLAND, NEW YORK.—The
project for storm damage reduction, Atlantic Coast of Long
Island from Jones Inlet to East Rockaway Inlet, Long Beach
Island, New York: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated
April 5, 1996, at a total cost of $72,091,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $46,859,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $25,232,000.

(22) CAPE FEAR—NORTHEAST (CAPE FEAR) RIVERS, NORTH
CAROLINA.—The project for navigation, Cape Fear—Northeast
(Cape Fear) Rivers, North Carolina: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated September 9, 1996, at a total cost of
$221,735,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $132,936,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $88,799,000.

(23) WILMINGTON HARBOR, CAPE FEAR RIVER, NORTH CARO-
LINA.—The project for navigation, Wilmington Harbor, Cape
Fear and Northeast Cape Fear Rivers, North Carolina: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 24, 1994, at a total
cost of $23,953,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$15,572,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $8,381,000.

(24) DUCK CREEK, CINCINNATI, OHIO.—The project for flood
control, Duck Creek, Cincinnati, Ohio: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated June 28, 1994, at a total cost of $15,947,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $11,960,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $3,987,000.

(25) WILLAMETTE RIVER TEMPERATURE CONTROL, MCKENZIE
SUBBASIN, OREGON.—The project for environmental restoration,
Willamette River Temperature Control, McKenzie Subbasin,
Oregon: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated February 1,
1996, at a total Federal cost of $38,000,000.

(26) RIO GRANDE DE ARECIBO, PUERTO RICO.—The project
for flood control, Rio Grande de Arecibo, Puerto Rico: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated April 5, 1994, at a total
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cost of $19,951,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$10,557,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $9,394,000.

(27) CHARLESTON HARBOR, SOUTH CAROLINA.—The project
for navigation, Charleston Harbor Deepening and Widening,
South Carolina: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated July
18, 1996, at a total cost of $116,639,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $71,940,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $44,699,000.

(28) BIG SIOUX RIVER AND SKUNK CREEK, SIOUX FALLS,
SOUTH DAKOTA.—The project for flood control, Big Sioux River
and Skunk Creek, Sioux Falls, South Dakota: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated June 30, 1994, at a total cost of
$34,600,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $25,900,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $8,700,000.

(29) GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, ARANSAS NATIONAL
WILDLIFE REFUGE, TEXAS.—The project for navigation and
environmental preservation, Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Aran-
sas National Wildlife Refuge, Texas: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated May 28, 1996, at a total cost of $18,283,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $18,283,000.

(30) HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, TEXAS.—
The project for navigation and environmental restoration, Hous-
ton-Galveston Navigation Channels, Texas: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated May 9, 1996, at a total cost of $298,334,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $197,237,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $101,097,000, and an average annual
cost of $786,000 for future environmental restoration over the
50-year life of the project, with an estimated annual Federal
cost of $590,000 and an estimated annual non-Federal cost
of $196,000. The removal of pipelines and other obstructions
that are necessary for the project shall be accomplished at
non-Federal expense. Non-Federal interests shall receive credit
toward cash contributions required during construction and
subsequent to construction for design and construction manage-
ment work that is performed by non-Federal interests and
that the Secretary determines is necessary to implement the
project.

(31) MARMET LOCK, KANAWHA RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA.—The
project for navigation, Marmet Lock, Kanawha River, West
Virginia: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 24,
1994, at a total cost of $229,581,000. The costs of construction
of the project are to be paid % from amounts appropriated
from the general fund of the Treasury and Y2 from amounts
appropriated from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund.

(b) ProJECTS SUBJECT TO REPORT.—The following projects for

water resources development and conservation and other purposes
are authorized to be carried out by the Secretary substantially
in accordance with the plans, and subject to the conditions, rec-
ommended in a final report (or in the case of the project described
in paragraph (10), a Detailed Project Report) of the Corps of Engi-
neers, if the report is completed not later than December 31, 1996:

(1) CHIGNIK, ALASKA.—The project for navigation, Chignik,
Alaska, at a total cost of $10,365,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $4,282,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$6,083,000.

(2) COOK INLET, ALASKA.—The project for navigation, Cook
Inlet, Alaska, at a total cost of $5,700,000, with an estimated
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Federal cost of $3,700,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $2,000,000.

(3) ST. PAUL ISLAND HARBOR, ST. PAUL, ALASKA.—The project
for navigation, St. Paul Harbor, St. Paul, Alaska, at a total
cost of $18,981,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$12,239,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $6,742,000.

(4) NORCO BLUFFS, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—The
project for bluff stabilization, Norco Bluffs, Riverside County,
California, at a total cost of $8,600,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $6,450,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $2,150,000.

(5) TERMINUS DAM, KAWEAH RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—The
project for flood control and water supply, Terminus Dam,
Kaweah River, California, at a total cost of $34,500,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $20,200,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $14,300,000.

(6) REHOBOTH BEACH AND DEWEY BEACH, DELAWARE.—The
project for storm damage reduction and shoreline protection,
Rehoboth Beach and Dewey Beach, Delaware, at a total cost
of $9,423,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $6,125,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $3,298,000, and an esti-
mated average annual cost of $282,000 for periodic nourishment
over the 50-year life of the project, with an estimated annual
Federal cost of $183,000 and an estimated annual non-Federal
cost of $99,000.

(7) BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA.—The project for shoreline

rotection, Brevard County, Florida, at a total cost of
576,620,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $36,006,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $40,614,000, and an esti-
mated average annual cost of $2,341,000 for periodic nourish-
ment over the 50-year life of the project, with an estimated
annual Federal cost of $1,109,000 and an estimated annual
non-Federal cost of $1,232,000.

(8) LAKE WORTH INLET, FLORIDA.—The project for naviga-
tion and shoreline protection, Lake Worth Inlet, Palm Beach
Harbor, Florida, at a total cost of $3,915,000.

(9) MiAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FLORIDA.—The project for
navigation, Miami Harbor Channel, Miami, Florida, at a total
cost of $3,221,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $1,800,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $1,421,000.

(10) NEW HARMONY, INDIANA.—The project for streambank
erosion protection, Wabash River at New Harmony, Indiana,
at a total cost of $2,800,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $2,100,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $700,000.

(11) WESTWEGO TO HARVEY CANAL, LOUISIANA.—The project
for hurricane damage prevention and flood control, West Bank
Hurricane Protection (Lake Cataouatche Area), Jefferson Par-
ish, Louisiana, at a total cost of $14,375,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $9,344,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $5,031,000.

(12) CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL, MARYLAND AND
DELAWARE.—The project for navigation and safety improve-
ments, Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, Baltimore Harbor
Connecting Channels, Delaware and Maryland, at a total cost
of $82,800,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $53,852,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $28,948,000.
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(13) ABSECON ISLAND, NEW JERSEY.—The project for storm
damage reduction and shoreline protection, Brigantine Inlet
to Great Egg Harbor Inlet, Absecon Island, New dJersey, at
a total cost of $52,000,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $34,000,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$18,000,000.

SEC. 102. SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS.

The Secretary shall conduct a study for each of the following

projects and, if the Secretary determines that the project is feasible,
may carry out the project under section 205 of the Flood Control
Act 0of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s):

(1) SOUTH UPLAND, SAN BERNADINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—
Project for flood control, South Upland, San Bernadino County,
California.

(2) BIRDS, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Project for flood
control, Birds, Lawrence County, Illinois.

(3) BRIDGEPORT, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Project for
flood control, Bridgeport, Lawrence County, Illinois.

(4) EMBARRAS RIVER, VILLA GROVE, ILLINOIS.—Project for
flood control, Embarras River, Villa Grove, Illinois.

(5) FRANKFORT, WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Project for flood
control, Frankfort, Will County, Illinois.

(6) SUMNER, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Project for flood
control, Sumner, Lawrence County, Illinois.

(7) VERMILLION RIVER, DEMONADE PARK, LAFAYETTE, LOUISI-
ANA.—Project for nonstructural flood control, Vermillion River,
Demonade Park, Lafayette, Louisiana. In carrying out the study
and the project (if any) under this paragraph, the Secretary
shall use relevant information from the Lafayette Parish fea-
sibility study and expedite completion of the study under this
paragraph.

(8) VERMILLION RIVER, QUAIL HOLLOW SUBDIV